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Southern Regional Besearch Project S-11t»)was 
initiated to obtain a better understaj^ing of why stude/ts select 
agricultUDe as a college major and to steady %he factors related to 
their cateer choices; as a part of this study,, in 1977 J ./ 
"^diaractejristics of agticulture-^students at two regional state 
universit^s in Kentucky were deVetmined. The similarities and , 
differences ^etw^aen students at Murray sta,te University and Westiera" 
4entttcky^ivei>sity with their counterparts attending the 18o2 land 
grant nniversijties in the South were also compiled. Agricultural- 
student^ at i^e two regional schools were more rural, had great^ 
namibers .of parents working as full time, farmer^, and .had more -^Jareats 
irith lower incomes- and educational attalnment.^Twice as manjitook 
•agricultural. cours^es in high school. Sit'ty-eight \)ercent of -the^ 
. regional state university students exped ted to farm alone , compared to'^ 
29 percent of the agricultuxe students in land grant universities. 
When a^€d to re'^s^nd.to statements on women's rights and ecological 
issues, the Kentt^^y students were more traditional in their views. 
Tabular dat<^^n all groups of . respondents summarize background 
characteristics, high school and work expei^i'ence, factors and people 
affecting, career chojLt^s, college activities, financial support, 
educational a^sEi rations, and expect(ations, occupational and income .. 
expeoia|tions, attitudes, and perceVfeions on the field of agriculture 
and agricnl4!^re students. (ps) . 

* "Beprodi^tions- supplied by EDBS are the' best that can bg-rfade * 

* " A^from the original document, -v, ♦ 
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•\ ■ A PROFILE OF AGRICULTURE- STUDENTS ' * 

J ■ 

, AT REGIONAL STATE 'UNIVERSITIES ' ■ . ' . 

Introduction ■ * , ^ - * :^ 

, Departments of agriu(?lture in U.S. col leges and universities hav6 been 

e^penencirig phenomenal growth in enrol I men t',in recent' years. A natter of 

s» . ■ . / ^' . • „ . ■ 

considerable^ interest to the;admini^ti^tors and the. faculty of agn'cultwr^il 

V : ' ■ ^ . ' ■ ^ \ 

s^;«oo;is, besides the^heer' increase in enrollment, is the fact .thamhe new 
agriculture students are in some signific^t wiys different from a^icw 
studerTt-s of the pa^t. Increasingly, a mdf\ ^fgher propdj^tion of the new \ 
\ students are female' and urban-born and ^ey\ppear to be preparing] themselves 
to enter into agriculture-related occupations rather than preparing vtt^m- 

selves to enter into agriculture^ as "a way of life ' 

• . ' ■ .'^ 

The shift in the kind of students >t^ming , to the%fi eld. of agriculture is 

bound ^to have important . implications not only for the schools ^rtiefe they arc 

to be trained 6ut also for larger issues , of manpower arid f#od fm^ductidn. 

The farm population in the U.S. has been declining steadily in number since ^ 

WorlU War II. But' our need or obligation to produce* larger and^lArger amounts 

of food has not been declinin^but increasing 'all along. Therefo/e, the./ 

changes taking plac? in schools of agridul.ture are not only of significance, 

to the school itself or tHe state In which the school is located but they, ane 

tied to the future well-being of the nation and-the world. . 

^^x\ this changed ^context, it is a matter of theoretical and social policy 

relevance to know^who are the new agriculture students^ what are their 

characteristic^P^nd what are their aspirations for the future. Further, 



thft training of agr'Atyl'tur^ stixdents in the U.S. has'^befn traditionally a 
responsi butty of the Ur)d grant colleges. However, regional state universities 
.and private institutions of .higher/education arr^^lso -4nvolved in providing 
agricultuVe-related educationj to their students-. This shafred responsibil ity 
of educating agriculture students may also have imp] icatioRs. for the kind of 
Stydents the tw6 systems of instriiGtiqn attra,qt(>, \ ; 

■n>e purpose of" this paper is to report i^.^nrifad "dut line the findings of 
a- study of agriculture students at two reigional state universities in' Kentucky.* 
Thisi^tudy Was' carried oiif. as part of a larger research effort hy th'e southern 
land grant ^.institutions^ iJO^er the title Southern >R^gional Research Project S-^^ 

114 ("Defining and Achieving Life Gotls: *A Prdce.ss of Human Resource Develop- 

^. ' • . ^ ^ ' * ■ • - ^ 

r'Hi^t"}. The njajor objective of this research *^as to obtainj^a better under- 

.standing of* the* reasons why students select agridulture as their major as well 

•■ ^ ' ■• 1 . . . 

^as tp study the fact6rs related {o their cay^fee^M:hoices. This' report presents 
'the results of that portion of the general survey .which describe the character- 
isticsW agriculture students at the regional stajfce universities. In addition, 
this report attempts to show sonie of /he similarities and differences between^ 
a:gr>tultitre students *t the two regional state universities and their counter- 
parts attiending the 1862. land grant univei^sities of the south**. . 

. ■ - ^ X ■ 

Data for this stai^y Were collected during the spring aAd summer of 1977 

■ 

through a Trailed questionnaire. The 'sample for the-regioDfiil state universities 
agriculture students ix)nsists of two suBsamples: one for Murray St'ate Univer- 
slty .and the other forVestern Kentucky University. 'Each subsample was drawn 
from a'list of all students majoring in agriculture at their respective univer- 

*Murray ^tate Universrt^M^fl<n?es?e^^ Uni^N^ef^sity 

**186Sl Land grant Qollegtfs: AH^ansas; Auburn, Clemson, Florida, Georgia, , 

^ , r ' Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi , North Carolina, 

\ . ■ OWahoma, Tennessee, Texas A&M, Texas Tech, 

: • • ! . < ^ Virginia. - , " 



sities during the 1977 spring semester. To ensure- an adequate sample size 150* 
students were' randomly picked from the list for each university; The sample' 
for the land grant 'institutions was' drav^ from similar lists of agricultiire ' 
students in the different universities/ From these lists a fifteen percent 

■J 

random sample was drawn. Two mail follow-ups and one direct contact were used 
to improve response rates^^^he overall response rate for agricultdre students 
at the regional state universities was 78 percent .(N-'^33) , 'a somewhat higiher.: . 
response rate than that for the land grant schools. The c^uestionna^ire con-* 
tained a variety of questions related to' the students* social backsroand, 



educational experiences, and career orientations. ' ♦ I 

In/this report comparisons are made between the regional state universiti^^^ 
* sample\and thfe 1862 land grant schools sample (N=2535) . \The areas of inteirest 

covered in this repoVt'are: 1) general -i^ackground charac^teri sties of the 

• • I • ■ ? « ' ■ I? . . . ^ 

respondents;' 2) high school charadteristics; 3) work experiences} 4) people ^ . 
deemied in^luGiirtial in 'respondents' ^sele^tion of K^s/ her major; 5) thihgs^il^med 
important by the respjarhdent in choosing- his/her college major; 6) goals* and 

..." V . / ■ * ■' ' ■ 

' expectations; and 7) selected agriculture-related attitudes of the respondent. 
Results' are presented in percentage' form. 

General' Background Character^stidV (Table 1 ) r " v/ " . 

An examination of the general characteristics of tfie study poj^laticri 
shows that. the regional- sta^fee universijfcy agncw-lture stxidtents, while sharing 
certain characteristics witlPbheir counterparts in the southern land grant 



institutions, differ from the'l 



atter ^significantly in a*7iumber of otiier 



/ 



characteristics. In* racia+^^mposition and citizenship, 'tine reg.iofwiT'^staite * 



:/ 
/ 



university students are very '^irnijar to the students in the land grant schools. 
Approximately 95 percent. of the regional state university agriculture students, 
are" white, and almost all. of them are citizei^s bf the United Spates. The • 
proportion of female stunts fit the regional state uniyersities ,is aJ)o|t 
five percent lower than that of the land grant -schools. Nearly 23^ fiercest of^ , 

•'the regional state univers^ity students are females. Additionally, a slightly 
^igher, proportion bf the regional state i^niversity agriculture students are 

/'mhrried. > - „ ' * - ^ 

. Sope significant differenees exist Is^etw^ the two gnoups of students in* 

' their^residenee background and types of communities in Which their parents Vj^re 

* * * \ ' <» • ■ 

raised. . The regional state university students and their parents are far more-. 

^ryral'th^sHT^their cojjnterparts in 'the land grant universities. or open # 

/ . ' ■ - " ' 

"courj^y^residence was claimed by /approximately 57 percent of |:he regional state 
' ' ' ' ■ ■ ^ ' ^ . - - ■ ' ■■' 

'^njver^ity students, a proportion twice as great asjthat of the land grant 

schools. Eciul^lly significant is fre fact that the number of the regix>nal state 

uh'iversity stuflents whose parents were raised on the farm or ip the open country 

was almost' 24 percent greater than students in the land grant institutions- The 

regional state unive^s-ity students reported that weM over 60 percent of their 

fathers and mothers were raised pn a farm or in the open country. Current 

residence of parents of the^ regiisinal state uni\>ersity students has remained 

more rural • Fii^ty-srx percent of the parents of the regional state university^- 

, studehts iive^ on ^ farm co^ared \^ith 24 percer\t of th^ parents- of students 

attending lan;J^,grant universij^tes. Furthermorp, it^is worth noting that nearly 

^ percent of the parents^ of the regional state university stuHients are fUlt- 

time farmers 'corr^pared t^pjfcnly 33 percent of the parents of land grant schtJel 

students. 



Li terms of their parents' average yearly fncome and educational attain 

.i.'t. .... -. ..... V •.. . ['. : .... 

nient,» the, regional stafe lAiWersitj*" students haVe a significantly greater 
repf^sentation at the lower fends of the scales' than <lp ttieir counterparts in * 
the study population. Over 20"percent of the- regional st?ate university students 
. report. t'heir parents' income to be belcJw $10,000 per. year, and the range of 
inconie of about 25 percent of this group is between $10,000 a;fid $T 5, 000 per 
year. -Equally noteworthy is the fact that 29 percent, of the fathers and Z4 '\ 
percent of the mothers of th/ regiofiaV state university students have had less 
than 12 y^ars of schooling, ' - V 

■ P \ .■ . ^ ■ - ■ ' • 

still Another; significant difference, between the r^qional state univers.ity 
students 'and students at ^ land. grant universities is their politica-1 i^- 
orientation^ The regional' state university, suid^nts are less conservative 
tbbn either their<^rants or the" other students in the'suryey. It i5 interest-^" 
ing to note, howler, that while the regional state uw^versity student? claim 
to.bel^Vs conservative ihgn their counterparts in the ^tudy,^t>iey are'ilso l^s 
liberal, indicating that a large proportian of' them claim to be moderate in 
matters of. pol i tips. ' ' • ' ' . ' ' . 

High School Background (Table 2 ) * ^ , ' 



- The" regionar state uni\(ersity students shared with their counterparts in 
the land grant universities a number of characteristics with respect to secoadbLry' 
education^Hpwever,. in some areas of interest^ t-he regional state university ^ 
studeats Ippear to vary from the students in tfie la/id grant scji^ls! The , 
regional state university students had a somewhat lower grade; point average 
in high'^ school than, did the students attending the land .grant institutians.' 



A much higher proportion of the regional state university students" reported . 

that t^ they graduated offered courses in agriculture' 

and that .twic^ as^ niariy of -the regional state university students as land grant 

school students -took' cours6^ in. agriculture in high. school. Among the regional' 

state' university students who said .that* their decision to major in agriculture'',' 

was .infjuenced by some course offered in high school , 76 percent saVa it was • 

an agriculture course. Only less than half of land grant university studentk • 

were similarly influenced. . A smaller proportion of high schools attended by 

V •.■ ( . .. . ^ - . . 

students in. the jl and grant institutions offered course.s in agnaulture. • 

. .. In general ,. participation'rerte^' in high school activities for bothvthe 

\j ^ reg'lonal state 'university students and the Vand, grartf school .5±udents were 

• ■ •.■^■^v:; .■ ■ . . : ' • ; . 

similarw However, most categories of activities, the' regional state 
' >-.>^ ^ iyers i ty . St uden ts; had a h i g her pa rt i ci pa t i on ra te . The d i f France, betyireen 



the two groups of ;;Stu^ is particularly noticeable io agri^ltiire-related 



■act>iv^^roijps>sut FFA, Ffi^?^d^ther vocational clubs in which tlte 

•«» regional state^^u^^^^^^ students had significantly higher, participation rates'. • 

Work Experience (Table 3 ) , 

Figures show that the region^*^tate universit^ had a significantly 
larger percentage of students reporting work exf^rience on a farm; however, 
the pcajMii*^ of the Regional state university s'tudents reporting non-fann 
work experience was slightly lower than that'of the land grant schoors. 
Seventy-six percent of the^ regipna'Jl state university oegricuWre majors- stated 
that they worked on their parents' faftn. Nearly 76, percent said that they 
"worked as hired^ecmployees on other farms "or ranches. Ffewer than 50 percent 
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of the land grant university students cT*.irted fa^wor1< experience, ^itheV on. 
*a. home .fjarm or as 'a hired employee. ' ■ \ ; •= ' A- '• 

People ' Deemed .Important ini Influencing Choice of Ma|6r* (Titble 4 ^). ^ , ' ' 

■ ' ^' ■/ ■• .■ , ^ . , . ■■■■ . , ■ 

. - Parents, college teachers^apd college Viel^s, i^^ 

. ' ■ ■' j> ■ ' / - • "- ■ ■ 

mentioned most often as person&js^t inf.liJen1i,ial the respondents' oh'po&iTig » 

" ^ agriciil tare as/^fheir major for bqyr gfcup^ The 

: proportion of the regional state university stud)ET>ts ^r>diGatinY' t>« influence ' 7 

^' of p^nts^in.the choice of major- was .almost eight- percent higher tt)an that of 
I ' \ > • ■■ ■ ■ ' ■ ' • , ' . ■■ 

' the otherNgroup in the Purvey. Si5venty-thr€e percent, of the regional state 

' university sample-T:i ted the influence of their father/ A^significajitly higher 

.percentage of the regional stafe university studeks mentioned the influence 

• « ' ...... . . , ' y 

Of Other individuals: toUege teacher/adysbr- (47 "percent); voca-tlonal elgH- 
. culture teacher^^ pefc'cent); col lege friGfid^^(37jerc4nt) ; and fbrm.er^st|idents ^ 
^ ^(28 percent). Among others\ deemed influentia.l" by^students in this survey.'were v 
coi/hty ext ens ion. agent s, v^tjer-inarians, high school t^iach^rs, and high'Sc>>Qol 
.friends.. ^ ' ' A - . ^ 

7 J^ijigs Deemed Important in -Choosing Major (table 5 ) ' 

.The primary reason tjiat both the regional state university and the other • 
students' in the study chose their, R,res4nt major was to'^pir^are for .a career. " 
AT-radst 95 percent of respondents mentioned career preparation as "v€.ry important" 

orjjf "some importance." the second most 'important reason- Indicated both " ' ^ 

'r •■ ■ ■ ■ " '< 

^ groups of students: was "preference for country life." Eighty-fi ye percent of 

|he regional s.tate*universtty students -checked this item whe>feas,only 76 per- 

cent of the land' grant university students gave "preference for country life" . 



as a reason for choosing tJhis major* A desire to help others figured prominently 
in theirTdecision a major, both for, the regional. -staJbc- -; 

univemty students and the other'students. The promise of a'good.incope also * 
played an important part in the students' choice of najor. * Seventy-two per- 
, cent . of the regional i^te university students and B'e percent of thej^ther ^ 
studd^its. checked "to insure good income" as a factor in their d|ci)s ion. 
Similarly, a much higher proportion of . the' regiona? state^tllniversity students ; 
credited their successful experience in agriculture as ^important" or "very 
important"" in selecting agricu4-Ji^fe as th^ major. Other factors, such as ; 
"my family thought it^wuld be best," '"had a course related to this in high 
schQoT," and "had aicoUrse related, to this in college"' were listed by both 
groups of students as, i^iavinglsome, but less,' i«portance in their choice of \ 
major. . , ) ■/ ^ V' • ■ 

Membership in College Qrganizations (Table 6 )V ^ . 

An Examination of thfe organ1za'<!iondl n^b^rship of dg^ 
indicates that individuals in both stuc|y; pop^ participate\in n|imerou^^^ 

college organizations. There is one significant difference in participation^ - 
rates: ^the proportion of 'tlie regional iiniversity §^^dents^iTa^;^^ 

ship in ^gricul ture-related.organi ais great a$ t*at of the TamJ 

granj: . university students. NearTy 28 percent of the regional state university 
students pf^rticipate' on judging teams. compared to only 13 percent of ^t other 
Students, and about 18 percent of the regional state uiniversity sti^j^ts have 
membership in college 4-H, FFA, and PHA compared to only nine percenf x)f the - v 
students from land grant universities. \ 



Sources, of Fund? for\Co11ege Educatioti (Table 8 ) ^ . 
* Students/ in the^^suryey: reported a number of sources of funding for their 
'^QcHTege^^^e^^^ sources of financial suppor^ited by* the" 

Regional stat^^ students are their saviitgs/ summer job^; parents* 

savings,, and part-time work while in colTege, in that order* Students from 
. the other institutions indicate parents' savings, S^irt>men j<)bs/ their own -Sdvih& 
and part-tiine workviri col*?*ege^ in th-at order, as tl>^* majar source^ of financial 
supports. a higher proportion of the ^gional state university 

stVde/its -depend' on schoT loans amd grants for their educa.-^ 

tfon than do the ot^iet^ About 38 percent of the' 

regional state unive^^ li,st scholar/fiipS as a* source of their 

funds; AlfTiost an equal proportion list student loans arid* d^ants as sources 
of their financial support for college education. 

Goals and . Aspi rations . - . . \ * 

: Educational :goals of student* attending the^fegioT)aLl s^t€ universitijes 
ar? slightty highe of" their counterparts in the study. ^ A somewh^' 

higher .pr(ia^ the regioha"l state university, students wish to obtain / 

degrees beybhd the bachelor's level than do studerits.,,^!^^ land grant schools. * 
When asked how much educatidh they expect to obtain, the response of both, 
groups of studentS^ suggests that they niay, pf^nece^ity, have to Settle fbr 
>less^than what they wis^ have. Nine ^cent of the regional state umiver- . 
sity students 'sur\^yed expect to discdntinue their schooling before Ob^raining 
a bachelor \s deg'ree. Only slightly over two percent of the regional stat^ 
university students belifeve it possible for them to earn clo.etoral degree 
although .18 percent of them indicated a desirp" fftr such^ a degree, fighty^evcn 



• • ^ • ■ ' r - 

' ■■■ "•■ J;-..-' . A ^ • ♦ . • • -V- > 

percent ofs.th€! regional state university sample who pi an A) continue to do' 
. .graduate wqrk (Table 10)Stope to do in agnicul tiure. Furthermore, over half - 
o.f Ihose planning on graduate work exV ^ ^main -at^^heir^resent universifcj/ 

to complftei theirvstudt^s. * - ■ ^ 

" v ' " *■ 

. Fanning Plans and Restdentlaf^ofererice (JatdLl,] / 

. About 22j3ercent of the sample expect to. inherit a farm, and^-a signifi- 

cantly higher perceritdige foresee the pos^bility of inheriting one- It is ^ 

noteworthy that the proportion of* the regional state university students expect- 

^ing to farm alone is. 68 percei^it compared to onVy 29 percent of agricultune ' 

students in the land grant universities. ' * v ' 

'•i • ■ ^ . J A. 

An important difference between the regional state university students And 
land^grant university students concerns fesiderttTafl preference, ' Fifty-eight 
percent of the' regional state university segment of the. sampTfe expressed 
preference for farm or country livlng^i This figure is ^)ver ZO percent greater 
tftan the figure for their land grant university counterparts- . 

Selected At titude s ' . 

R«pondents were given seven ^^atements on women's issues in order to 
ditermine their views on that subjec^. The regional state university portion 
of the sample indicates that the regional state university students are somewhat 
mqjlB^ traditional in their views of the roles of women than are the other students 

:in the study, ' \ 

"* » . ' , ' . . • 

The study, groups "in the sifrvey' share somewhat si mi lair attitudes concerning 
ecological issues. The role of government in ecological issues is accepted 



« 



by a sli^ghtly lower oercentage of the student,^ in fj^e regional state. ur)1vers-'ity .. 
vj. sample (Ta^eM): { , , / • ; 

^ . { . - • • • • / * 

' V The respondents' perception about the field of agHcgilture is positive 
V 'ipne, Tfjey believe^. 4nd somej^hat rnn— -r-f-rongly thah their cfji^^^^roarts in the 



^stu^ that good oareer ^ jpil ^ - in agricul^' . -9* cuTture_, 

Js not a jdljBciining^ ir(dustry.^h disagree, more than the othey^s In the sarvey, .^-^ 

that most work in agriculture can tie done by p'eople with v6py little education 

("i^ble 15), " , • V / V ' 

. In addition, 'the vi^w that agriculture student^ are more friendly and 

lelpful to other people, more willing to accept new and unusual ideas, njore^ 

tolerant' of people who c6me f»Cm^ different background^, and »noy>e) concerned. , 

with the state of the nation and the world is* held by a high^r/percehtage Df 

the regional 'State univiersity students than agriculturne students in the ISuid 
■ .-• - ■ ■ ^ ■ 

grant universitiiirTTable 16) , ^ , ' 
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Tal|le 1. Ge^jieVal background charasjteristws respondents {Percentages} , / 



1 : «^^x 



" . ill 
18^ 62 'Sch ools 

N=2533 



Male 
^ Female 



\; CV'" 1 

2. Racial /Ethnit identtty v 

'C- . . ff 
W|3.ite/Anglo . ' 
•Orther » . 

3. Country of Citizerilhip 

■ * "uSA - • . / 
Other . . 

4. College Classification' 



6. 



iFreshman ^ 
Sdphomore 
\ . Junior 
Senior- 

Gradua^te/Other 

, Marital Status 

Single . 
Married , 

Separated/Divorced 

P^ace where respondent livedo 
most of his/hett life v 

Fann/rancP ^ 
Open counjf ry^ 

* -^l Sroal V town , 
J City, 10,000-49^.999 

Metro 

Place where respondent ' s 

* father wa^ r-a^ised 

.: Farm/ranch ' V 
Open country 
Small town 
City, 10,000-49,999 
Metro 



( 




72 „8- 
27-2 

94.8. 
• 5.2- 

N=2526 

-'97.4 
2.6 

'n=2525 



■.■V 



Regii^nal 
Sta te Unive rsities 



N=2516 

85.2' 
13.5 ^ 
1.3 



N=2^25 ' 

19.8) . 
8.4'^ - 
13.8V 
26.9 
37.2 



N=2505 

«3.4 
10.7 t. 
' 19.3 
14.3 - 
22.3 



(conti'mjed) 




« J 



77.3 
22 J 



94.8 
5.2 

N=233 

98.7 

1.? . ■ 

Nf219 

27.0 

19.3) 
22.3^ 
25..3 • 

N-233 

8Z.0 
15.9 
2.1 



N=233. 

45.9 
1L2 
13.3 
16.3 
12.9 



233 



57,9 
8.6 

-^/">14.6 
7 J 
1K2 



ERIC 
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Table 1 • (Continued) General, ))ackground .characteristics' of respondents 



i_ 



' , All ^ \ 
1862 Schools^ 



Regional 
'"Statje UrriveftUies 



13 ^ 



8. .Place where respondent's 
mpther was raised 



Farm/ranch 
4- ''T)pen' gountry » ' 

. . SmaW town ^ 
■ ^ /City* 10,000-49,^99 
Metro ^ . 

..." . • ■ >o. 

parents' current residence 



9.. 



Farm 

I^on-rfarm 



^0. Parents' farming status 

Full-time farmers ^ 
Part-tihie farmers 
Non-farmers 

11/ PJifents' average yearly income 

* Less than $1.0^000 . 
$10,000 to $14; 999 ' 
$15,000 to $19,999 
$20, 000, to $49,999' ' 
•/ $50,000 and*'o\er • 

Vi . Father's (educdtionaT attainment 
♦ ■ , r-; • 

;^ Less than 12 yrs. 
. . ' . High School graduate^ 
I Post-5ecoridary training 
College graduate^ 
Graduate- work , 

13. Mother's, educational, attainment 

Less than 12 yrs. . 
High School graduate 
-Post-secondary training 
College graduate . 
^ ' Graduate work 



Conservative 
Moderate - 
Liberal 



.1^2487- 

26.7 
10. 7> 
23.tr- 
29.3 ,^ 

10.2 t 

N=2518 . 
24.6 

N= 907 

.•33.3 
'48. '4 

18.3 • 

^N=2215 

10.0. 
16.4 

16.4 . 
47:8 

9.4 

N=2491 

12.2 ' ■ 

2^1.4 

21.8 

25.9 

18.0 

Nf2477 ' 

8.2 

28.8 

21 r4 

7.6 



14. Respondent l^s-'pal it ical orientation . .N=24re 



31.5 
40 .>3 
28.2 



d *Includes don't know 

ERIC 



Tcontinuodl 

^ 16 



ri&.3 

10.3 
>T..2 

N^ZS3 

56.2 
43.9 

4I-14Z 

41 -5 
45.8 
1Z.7 

N=Z08 

20.7 
24.5 
19.2 
28.4 

7.2 

N=^ZZ8 

29.6 
28.3 
18.5 
12.9 
It). 7 

N=229 

V;-0 
36.9 
22.3 
8.6 
8.2 



2S.Z 

53.7* 

21.1 




Table-]! (Continuecl) General* Jt)aGl 




J 

15.^ Father's 'political orientation 

. . Con^rvative ^ 

. Moderate ' ^ ^ ' 
beral ^ . 

.16^ Mother's political Orientation 



Conservative 
Moderate; 
Liberal ' 



laracteristics of responderits v- ^ 



'AIT 
1862 Schools 

■N=2384 

/.9, 



?2397 , 

50.6 ^ 
40.6 J 



Stat e Uniye rsftTi&s 

45.1 
• ' 47.9* 

' ' 37.0 
54.5* 
. 8,5 



* Includes don't know. ' - ' 




fable 2. High SchoQl backgrdynd chaVacteVi sties of respondents I Percentages) 



All ^ Regional 

18^2 Schools State Universities 



High School GPA , , M=2535 " N=?^^ 



Je 



ZQ.Z 
56,7 

C or below ' ' ' • - 18.5 ' 23. 1 4. 



'■^4.1 ■ . 56,7 



2. were agriculture courses offered' " . ■ ' , ' 

in respondent's high school?, N=2505 ' N=233 

Yes- ' V 47.6 64.8. 

' No- ^ • <• 4.8.3 , 35. 2 



3. Diid respondent take any agri- , * 

culture courses in high school? N=2493 \x N=233 

... \ ■ . ' -■ ' , 

Yes ^ . ■ , 23.2 " 45.5 

No 5# ■ ' -76.8 ■ 54.5 

4. Were home economics courses 

Cs^offered in respondent's high « 

school? 1*1=2494' N=233-V ^ 

' Yes. . ■ . \ - 90.3 . - 94.9 

: No , 7.6 ■ ■ 5.1 

5. Did'respondent take any home c - 
economics courses in high. - 
school?' , N'=24l8 " N=233 

Yes • - 17.6 ^ ' 21.9 

No . 82.4' 78.1 

6. Did one course in high school , ^ . . » 
more, than^any other coursei^ in- ;^ 
fluenqg respondent's decision to 
major in agriliclture or home . ^ 

• economics? N=2S31 ^ \ • W^Z33 

Yes ^ 23.6 * 35-6 

No : . ' 7^.4. 64.4 



If "yes," was this course in . ' ll^ N= 579 * N= 85 

Agriculture, . aiS.l ^ ' 75,9 

Home Economics ' ; j > . 

Biolpgica-l Sciences ' - 54^8' 20.5 

Physical Science . ^ ^ 

' Other , ' ^ 9 J . . ^ g 
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^,Teible 2.' (Continued)" rf'igh'SchiDOl .background characteristics of res)3ondep*-' 



luyh school activist ies Hn 
which respahdent participated 



Scnu^. 



Athletic tearT'js 


. N=2459. ' 


40.9 




47.0 


^Intramural ^ 


N=2147->.>- 


40.4 




, 40,0 


^Cheerleading ^ , 


N=2053' 


17.9 




, 32.0 


Debate, Drama, Chorus, . . 




■/ 






Band' 


N=2100 ■ 


34.2 




34.6 


^ Hobby clubs 


N=2067 


- 21.2 


■ N=175 


18.9 


Honorary clubs . 


N=2160 

r 


' 33.3 






ivews pa pe r/y ea r boo k 


N=2125 ' 


20.4 


M=i83 


20.2 












Subject matter clubs 


N=2157 


36.7 


N=187 


34-Z 


Student Government 


N=2167 


20'.3 


N=188 


34.6 


4-H ;, , 


• N=2049 


12.0 


N=lflO , ' 


: 43.3 


FFA 


'\=2071 


9.0 


N-=197 


49.2 


FHA .. 


N=1937 


3.9 


N-163 


9.8 












Otfeier Vocational clubs 


N=2(K)4 


10.5 


N=180 


15,0 



• r. 



Table 3.. Agriculture; a- d non-a-gricuHurdl wor- .t?xperiences of res.^^nderits 
(Percentages) . ' 



Type of work-experience 



• All . . ^ . H Regional > 

1862 Schools State Un i versi ti^s 



Farm or ranch work 

on home f ap \ ^ N=2303\ . 47.0. N=223 . 76-7 / 



Farm or ranch work else- • ' *j * 

Where ^s- a hired employee . "^^^It^^g^b ^ 47-42 ^1=2-18 "^69*7 

Other agricuUure-related • * * * , v 

work . " N=2263 58.2 ^ .'^^ N^ZH 64.5 

. . ■ ■ ; " . - , . 

Home economic?' related work ' - • / 

as' a Hired employee' , N=2089 \/ 5.1 v N=194' 3.6 

Other work .experiences N=2jj^ 88,2 V M*21l ^ 79.6 



■ ■ .„ ' ■ , '■ . , . • , ■; r 

Table 4. People deemed "very influential" or of "some inflaence" in hel pi fig respondent \c choose his/her college 
00 '. Najor. (Percentages). ' t ■ r'M 









m l56|\Sfiliools 






Regional State tlniver?! 


r / 


J 

1 

■ J , 




Influential '+ Iflflueiice = 


Total 
fnf luence ' 


■• 


Very Soipe 
Influential + Influence - 

- — — • — n 


\ Total 
Influencg 


Mother ^ 


i N=i487, 


, ' 13.7 


47 


60.4: J 








0!, 


father \'. 4 


mil 


. Z1.9 

• 


43.6 


65.5 






43:'P 


7i.4 


Wother 
\ 




;5.6 


16.1 




N=20e 


10'. 1 


24 J . . 


34.1- , 


Sistfin ^ ' 


t 


! 2.0 




,16.5 ■ 


N=214 


, 5.6 


' 20.6 


26.2 ' 


Other relative ^ 




7.5 


21.4 

r 


28.9. 


N=215 


8.8 , ■ , . 


27.0 


35.8 


High School friend 


N=2425 


'^7 , 


20.4 , 


25.1 ' 


Nt217 


^ 6.9 


^5.8 ^ 


32.7 


High'School counselor 


N=2419 


2.6 


■ ■ '13.6 


16.2 


N=215 


6.5 


12.6 • 


19.1 


Pmintv Fytpnci'nn Anonf 


N=?inn 


2.3, 


hi' ■ 


Q Q 




. V 6.8 , . 


' 10.9 


17 7 


■ ' ■■ 3 ■ ■ , 

Vocational 'Ag. teacher 


N^2404 


.6.5. 


. , ' 8.4 - 




'a 

N=218' 


22.9 


14.2 


37.1 ■ 


•Home Economics'.teacher 


■N=2380' 


0.'5 


1.9' 


. 2.4 


N=212 


0.9 


1.4 


2.4 



Other teMher^'or ' . , 

..■principall N=^400 5.7 16.1 21.8 N=213 ^ 7.1 . , 19.7 26.8 

M, ^ . .. ■ • ^ 

College friend ' ' ' ' " " ' ■ 

College tekher or 
advisor 

Former student 

Dean or Associate Dean of 
• 'Ag. or Home Economics 

•Veterinarian 

■.Clergymap , 





10.1 




,34:5 


,N=212 


' 10.4 


26..9 


37.3 


N=2414 


\jl2.4 




36.5 ■ 


N=217 ■ 


17.1 


"29.9^ 


47.0 


N=24(j3 


6.7 


> 15.4 


' ':22.1 . 


N=211 


6.2 


■19.9 


\ 26.1 


N=2396 • 


3.3 


^ 8.6 


11.9 

I. 




1.0 


■ 5.2 


6.2 


N=2417 


8.9 


■ 12.9 


21.8 


N=213 


8.5 


'16.4 ' 


24.9 


N=2398 


1.0 




'5.8. 


Hll 


0.5. 


4.2' 


' 4.7 



■ • rable.5. Ttiing? deemecl of "v«r) iiiiportant"'or "some importatice" in ifising respondent's present major, ikmtmf 




All 186Z Schools • , RejaW State Universities' ' 

^ . . • ' j"""^ ■ ' • — »~ . • 

n.. n AX ' ^^^^ - ■ Ver^; ' Some Total 

1L"JLW«!!^ t/ . jEportarit + Importance = linportance ^ Ifortajit + ImpoKance = Importan ' 



Sctiolirsfiip.ajid^r ^ / ■ '(\ ) ^ 

fTHWcia.rassistince. ■ • N^98 6.6 10.6^ . 'M ,6.7 ]U 25;& 

To prepay* for I wr«er . N'-2430 7Z.5', llA 94.6 . N=216„ " 77.3 17 6' 9H " 



To helMliers V . '^[^2403 > 27.1 45.3 ■ 72.4 J=2U \«5:6^ ' ^6.4 



72.0 , 



A preference of country ' . . • ' , 

■life to city life- ^-..piO 47.4 ' * 29.3 ■ 76.9 ■ 1=213 16.0 ■; 24.4 ' m\ 

. .■ Juccessful prior experi- < ' 

•"e,nce in agriculture . . . N=2386 23.3 25.2 48.5 * ,' N=210 . 42.4 28.1 'JOS 

Successful prior experi- ^ ' , , . 

ence in. home economics : . J=2352 0.7 ' 3.2 3.9 : ^li^207 ,1.0 3.8 ,'4.8 

My friends were in this / ^ 

•"ajor . ■ :' :. • N=2391 2.6 13.9 - 16.7 K09 ' /3.r 21. V, ' 249 

My family thought it . " . - . V . . . ' 

wuldbe-best : 1=2397 ' 2.4 17.6 20.0 N--209 "2.4 ' 33.5^ ■ ^35.9 

* H-igh- school teacher or " ' t ' " ' 
advisor suggested ij^ N--2390 V.4 '9.0 11.4:.. N=210 5.2 ' U.!-' ■ 22.3 

Cofldg^teacher or " - ' . ■ / . A 

■advtsor' suggested, it ' ;. M77 ■ 4.7 • ' I5.2 , i9.9 ■ " N# 7.7 . 20.3 .,28.,0 

■ : . ■ ■ ■ > ' ' r . 

Had.a:course related to • \ ■ , • ' ; ■ , ' . . 

■ this in 'high school N=2377 5.8 13.4 , ^'19.2 ., N=210' 20.0 ', . 15.7, 35.7 

• Had a course' related to ' ' . = ■ ' 

this in college . , .N=2379 11.9 ■ 19.5 > , .3.4 ,N=211,\ . 14.7 : 20.4 35.1 

Chance' to make, better 'grades N=2365 2.8 , 13.6 16.4 ■ M]] ' 4.3- 26.0 )U ■ 

It would insure a . good income: ,N=2381 1.5.1 . 41.7 ' 56.8 ^ N=21! ., 2V3 50'.7 72.0 

■■.'erIc ■ ' .• . ■ N=1220 42.7 ' 3.8 ' ' 46.5 N= 97^ ,100.0 24 



- • \ ^ • ■ ■ • \ ■ . ■ ■ .- - . 

Table 6\-^Membership in agriculture or home"^ economics related organizations ' . ' 

' while a* college. (Percentages) ' " 

m. ■ . . * / / • All . * Regiona-l 

... . 1862 Schools ' > State Uni versities 

Department cWs ^ N=2309 '39.S ^ W=198 o34,-9 

' Ju3^g teams) - ^ , N=2269 ' 12.8, ' N=sZ02 ■ ,27.8 

Honor fraternities/sororities N=2k55 17,1 ' N^l^S*- .9,6 

, • ■ " ■■ . . ■- ■ . , - ■ . ■ . . 

College 4 4j^/FFA/FHA - . ' ' N=2336 ' 9.4 : N»^197 17.9' 

student agriculture or * ' ' v-- - 

'home ej-onomics council , . . ' N=2229 .5.8 N-19?.'^ 8.1 

/ 



. -Si 
0 



-Social fraternities/sororities N-226|r 15,6 N=196 18.4 



Profes^ib^ial sbcieties/assbcilitions N=2267 ' .20.3 - " " N=^'^ ^^-8 



'v. . . ' - ■ 

Tabl6 7. Position as a leader or officer in agriculture or home economics related 
organizations while -in col ffge. (Percentages) ' 



, All l^gional 

• • 1862 Schools State univ eFSi tie s 

Department clubs ' N=' 714 33.3 ^ N= 59 44.1 

,ing t^ams ' N= 217 ^50.7 . N= 3Z . "4-3.8 

nor fraternitieT/sororities - N= 284 22.9 \ -- , 

:ollege 4^fj^/FHA N= 156 ' 55M" " N= -30 80.0 

Student agriculture or home «. . . 

economic council ,N= 100 - 40.0 - N= 16 • . 50.0 

Sociarfraternities/sororlties N= 291 61.9 N= 36 « . . 75.0 

Professional, societies/associations N= 344 26.2 • N=.27 . 48.1 




. .Table 8., Sources of funds for college 


education. ^ 


(Percentages.! ■ 

• ■> \ 






■ . ' . , • ■ 

' ■ ■ ^ ' 


J . ■ ■ . 

All 




^Regional 




1862:SchOols 


.juate 


un 1 vers r xries 










— — ^ 


* SchdTarshrlps , 


' N=23Sl' - 


26.7 


N=>05 


38-5 


Student loans or grants 


N=2318 _ 


24.8 ' 






■ 

-0wn savings - 


. N=2370 . 


75.5 , 


• N=212 


83.0 


Part-time work whi'le a^cojlege^^ 


- N=2356 . 


54.7 






Parents^ • -.^ / . *' ^ . 


r B 

^^Jl=2412 


•'84.5 




72 7 

* , ■ • • 


Veterans benefits ' - \ ^ 


N=2298^ 


*8.o ■ ; y 


V 


11.9 


' Spouse ' ^ ^ 


^ N=2288 


10.6 ^ •' 


N=2ao 


- ' ' 32.5, 


Ofhpir rpl^i^vp fir fripnds wi/* 


N=2291 

4 


9.9 


, N>201 




Summer job"" 


N=2373 




N=Z14_ 


7.6.2 


'Other - 


N=1369 


13.4 




26.7 



Table 9. Educational aspirations (Percentages) 

- L_ [ 



1 . Educational^ goal 



Quit school before 
bachelor's degree 

Complete work for 
-a bachelor's degree 

Complete program 'for 
a master's degree 

Professional degree 

Complete program for 
a doctoral degree 



All 

1862 Schools ^ 
N=2448 



2.5 



31.7 



27.2 
21 .2 

17.4 



- Region ail 
State Universities 



2.5 




18,6 



2. For thos(5 expecting to do 
graduate work 

PerWit expecting to 
remarry in an agricultutze 
or home economics related 
concentration 

Percent expecting to re- 
main at their*, present 
university 



N=1260 



82.5 
N=1227 



57.7 



87.4 

N=138 

50.7 




ERIC 



t 



able 10. Educationib expectations (Percentages) ^ 



; All Regional 

• 1862 Schools . State Universities 

N=2443 N=221 

* • ■ " ' 

Qfcidt school before , • 

■ bachelor's degree -^i "2.9 9 J 

Complete work for ,^ v. 

a bachelor's, degree". 57.1 . 43.0 

Complete program for . . ^ 

a master's degree • nc 21.7 32.0 

Professional degree r ' ^Z^Z 13.6 

Complete program. for 
V,, a doctoral deg^;*ee. 2.3^ 



Table 11. Farming plans and' residential preference (PeVcentage's) 



Expectation inheriting 
a farm or ranch 

Definitely^ expect to 

Some possibility of it 

Definitely won't 

Already inherited one 

Expectation of owning a 
farm or ranch ^ 

Yes, oWn alone 

Yes, own with others 

No 



3. Residential preference 
Farm/ ranch 
Open country 



V 



Small town (under 
'10,000) 

City, 10,000-50,000 
•Metro 



^5 . All 
^ 1862 Schools 



N=2492 
M5.9 
31.5 
51.8 
0.7* 

N=2472 
29.4 
17.9 
52.7 

N=2497 
37.9 
20.1 

9.7 
16.9 
T5.5 



Regional 



M»=233 
22.6 
37.6 
38.5 
1,3 

N=ZZ6 * 
68.6 
16.8 • 
14.6 

N=230 
58.0'. 
\3.9 

7.4 
15.5. 
' 5.2 



ERIC 



29 



Table 12, Income expectation on resf)ondents' first job (Percentages) 



All Regional 

1862 Schools S tate Universitie s 

r . N=2384 

-'Under $10,000" 36.7 40.3 

$10,000*- 14,999 51.7 48.9- 

•. ^. ^ - 

-'5!5,000 - 19,999 7.6 ' /6.5^ 

■^1 • . 

$20,000 and over 4.0 4-3 




\0 j'^ ' ' 

^ Table 1,3. .Sftlectfld attitudes of respondents on.Wonen's Issues. (Percent stro/igly agreeing or agreeing) 



' I. ^ Woraen in college ,arfe more concerned - 
with getting a liusban'd than with 
preparing for a career.^ ' N=2487 

J ■ 

2. ' The husband and- wife should be 

equal partners i/i the marriage. 

3. It is alright for a woman to work 
.but her real fulfillment in life 
comes with motherhood. 



'. 4. 1 woman wlfo does the same work as 
a man should receive the same pay. 

5. I'wouldfkl uncomfortable if my " 
■ . supervisor-^at work were a woman. 

6. Women are capable of performing 
- as well as men at work outside 

the home. • , 

. [ ' f ■ 

7. -It's alright for woto to work 
full-time even though their .. 
children are in. school. 

8. .Most agricultural occupations 
. 'are unsuited for women. > , 



=2488 



9. Momen should work full-tiine 

. . ■ only before they have ^Hm N=S90 



J 



m 1862 Schools 

Strongly Total 
Agree ^- Agree = Agreement 



Regional State" Dniversitjes 

S^;rongiy ' Mai 
Agree + Acjree = Ag reement 



2.9 17.3 ■ 20.2 .N=233 2.1 ,13.3 15.4 



N=2498 53.4 36.8 90.2 N=233' 49.8 38.6 



N--2489 10.7 22.9 33.6 



6.1 



=233 



59.6 3b.9 95.5 N=233 



15.0 27.9 
51.9 42.9 



88.4 



42.9 



■94.8 



5\6 ,12.0 \ 17.6 N=233 ' 3.4 15.5 18.9 



23.4. , 37;6 , 61.0 N=233 17.2 - 39.1 56.2 



12.2 37.7 , '49.9 N=233 11.2 36.5 /<47.7 



raO- 3.4 ' 70.1.. .<23.5! :n=233 -4.7 . .' '19.7 . id 



19.6 , IV m 1.1 15,5 23.2 



■ / 



er|c 31 



32 



5 Table 14. Selected attitudes of respondents on ecological ^issues. (Percent "strongly , agreeing" or "agree ing") 



1. The government should be able to 
force fanners to adopt soil con- 

; servatioi^ practices if they have 

• 'erosion probTems. 

2. Greater regulation is needed on 
the use of -chemicals in agricul- 

3. Economic progress that results 
in th'edestruction tf places 

, of natural beauty needs ti) be 
stopped. - V ^ 

4. Strip mining coal to provide 
energy for our country is more - 
important than keeping" the 

. countryside in its natural - 

• condition. ' • 



All 1862 Schools ■ 

Strongly Total ' 

Agree ^ Agree Agrj^ 



Regional State liniversi ties 

Strongly • Total 
_ A gree + .'Agree = Aoreeiiierft 



N=2487 15.0 33.3 48.3 N=^33 12.9 



N=2480 



31.8 



"N=2490 ^ 20.6 36. 4 



C 



57.0- 

r • 



N=233 



2.1 12.3 14i^ ^=233 ' 3.9 



IK^ 39.1 55.0 



35.3 39.2 74.5 30.5, '37.3' 67.8 



11.6.^ 15.5 



..■1 



fable 15. Residents' perception about the'field of agriculture. (Percentages)' 



:' A11 1862 Scliools I 

Strongly Total 
Agree' ^ Agree = Agreem ent 



1., There, are good career opportunities 
. ^'n agriculture. 



flO.^ M6.5 



86.9 



Regional State Universities 

Strongly Total 
Agree Ugree =.Agrewit 



=233 ■ 47.6 



111 



91.8 



2. "Host work in agriculture can be 

done by people with little 
• education. 



1.-2 11.7 , 13.9 N=233 1 .7 



9.0- 10.7 



Agriculture is a declining 
industry. 



3.0 



5.1 



8.1 .N=233 2.6 



6.0 



7 



Table>16. Respondents' ■ perceptio.n about agriculture students (Percentage^'s) 



All ' Regional 
186^ Schools, ; State Universities 

Agriculture students are sure 
of what they want to do in 

life N=2435 N=226 

More^ than ndn-ag, students 42,5 53,6 

Sartie as non-ag, students 55,0 - - ^ .44,2 

Less than non-agV student^ ,2,5 2,2 

Agritultur-e students ^are ^ . . - v 

interested in competing for ^ , ' . 

high grades ^ . N=2438 V=^26 

More than non-ag. students * 7,1 - 8,0- 

. Same as non-ag. students - ' 73.8 '''73.9 

'ess thaa non-ag. students 19.2 '18.1' 

3. Aq^"'^^!*^^® students are ' r' * < . ^ 
it^d ^n classical music- » ^'^ ' 

good literature ^ . » .N=2418 . N=227 

re than njJrr-ag. students ' ' ?-9 4.0^' 

Same as non-ag. students 46,9 42.3 

Less than non-ag. students 50,2^^ 53,7 

'- - -1 ■ , 

4. Agriculture students Are . . , 
friendly and helpful to ^ * - . 
other people . N=2431 " N=226. 

More than non-ag. students . 55,0 63,3* / 

Same, as non-ag. students ^ 43.2 , 35,4 

Less than non-ag. students 1.8 1..3 

5. Agriculture students are 
willing to accept new and % ' 

unusual ideas . N=2420 N=226 

More than non-ag. students 16.0 23.0 

^ Same as non-ag. students ' 66.7 66.8 

Less than non-ag. students 17.3 10.2 
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Table 16. (Continued) Respondents' perception about agriculture students. (Percentages) 



6. Agriculture -students are / 
inrorested in making alot 
• of money 



More than non-ag. students 

Same as non-ag. students; 

Less than non-ag. 'students 

Agriculture students are 
toleranti'Of peopl,e who come 
frpfn a different background 

More than non-ag. students 

Same as non-ag. students 

' Less than non-ag. students 

Agriculture students are , 
seriously concei^ned atwut thef 
state of the nation and of 
the world 

^ More than non-ag. students 
Same as non-a^. students 

Less than non-ag. students 

« • ■ 

Agriculture ''Students cire 

interested in having a . good 

time at college. • 

More than non-ag. students 

Same as non-ag. students 

Less than non-ag., students 



All 

1862 Schools « 



"N=2432 

69.7' 
24.6 

N=2452 
ll-8 

"59.2 
21 .0- 

N=2440 
'^9.1 . 
62.1 
8.8 

'" \ ' 
N=2432 

10!9' 

81 .6 

7.5 



. /"^ ' Regional' 
•State.Universities. 



';n=225 
77.3 

ir.i 

N=226'" 
28.S 
56,6' 
.1^.1 

N=227 
.33.9 

r 

.56.8 ",. 

9,3 

N=226 - 
8.4 
85.4 
. 6.2 
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